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Re search on Ac tual and Po ten tial Suc cess of
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Ab stract
This in ves ti ga tion ex am ined the for mu las of po lit i cal suc cess on the ba -
sis of ex pert eval u a tion cri te ria. The re sults sug gest that ca reer suc cess 
of po lit i cal lead ers can be mea sured by a spe cial pro ce dure that in -
cludes two in te gral in di ces: an in dex of po lit i cal re al iza tion and an in -
dex of ac tual po lit i cal suc cess.
Stud ies on so cio log i cal con tents of “po lit i cal suc cess” cat e gory and
de vel op ment of meth ods mea sur ing suc cess of var i ous sub jects of po lit i -
cal ac tiv ity are nec es sary be cause the so ci ety has to over come dis credit
and de-le git i mi za tion of power and op po si tion, make their par tic i pa tion
in po lit i cal pro cess more ef fec tive, and dem o cratic in sti tu tions are to be
of so cial pres tige and au thor ity. In the cur rent po lit i cal sci ences, suc cess 
in po lit i cal ac tiv ity is stud ied within the frames of the the ory and prac -
tice of po lit i cal mar ket ing and man age ment, and for sub stan ti a tion of
elec toral tech nol o gies. So, the spe cial at ten tion is paid to the elec toral
pol icy, par tic i pa tion in elec tions, con se quences of vic to ries or fail ures of
elec tions, lobby and po lit i cal in flu ence, the role of pub lic opin ion in the
elec toral pro cess and de vel op ment of po lit i cal ori en ta tions of vot ers. So -
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cio log i cal the ory of po lit i cal suc cess has been still un de vel oped. Even
this cat e gory has no con cep tual sub stan ti a tion. Al though cat e go ries of
life and so cial suc cess are be ing widely stud ied in so cial and per son al ity
psy chol ogy, po lit i cal so ci ol ogy does not an a lyze a general phenomenon
of political suc cess; it is mostly concentrated on categories, like “vic -
tory”–“failure” or “winner”–“loser” in specific electoral situations. 
The most de vel oped “suc cess” idea is in the hu man ist psy chol ogy if it
con cerns the life and per sonal suc cess. Ukrai nian re search ers sug -
gested var i ous con cep tual ap proaches to un der stand ing cri te ria and
fac tors of the life suc cess [1]. Some re sults of their re search can be ap -
plied to stud ies on po lit i cal suc cess as a so cio log i cal idea. As a whole,
our anal y sis re vealed that so cio log i cal stud ies on po lit i cal suc cess need
orig i nal ap proaches to de vel op ment of its con cept, cri te ria and op er a -
tional in di ca tors, to sys tem ati za tion of fac tors and development of ad e -
quate methods for empirical research. 
1. Me thod i cal As pects of the
Political Success Research
In all spheres of so cial life, the com mon goal is to gain suc cess. This is
an in te gral char ac ter is tic of how spe cific tasks, plans, be hav ioral strat e -
gies of peo ple are be ing re al ized. Var i ous kinds of ac tiv ity can dif fer in
con tents, sense, moral or prag matic ori en ta tions, be in con cord or in -
com pat i ble, but all ac tiv ity sub jects have a com mon fea ture — they
strive for suc cess. Tak ing this fact into ac count, we have to re gard suc -
cess in po lit i cal ac tiv ity as a fea ture com mon for all sub jects of po lit i cal
pro cess that makes it pos si ble to de velop an in te gral as sess ment of “po -
lit i cal weight” for a cer tain sub ject, to eval u ate ef fi ciency of its ac tiv ity.
Char ac ter is tics of this kind are mostly used in our ev ery-day lan guage
when we talk about suc cess ful pol i ti cians, par ties, coun tries or po lit i cal
los ers who have not achieved suc cess. As a rule, our in tu ition about po -
lit i cal win ners or los ers helps us to de velop our own scale of “po lit i cal
suc cess”, but in or der to de ter mine, sys tem at i cally and con cep tu ally,
po si tions of po lit i cal sub jects on the scale of political success, we need to 
develop corresponding scientific tools and measuring procedures.  
This task brings up a num ber of meth od olog i cal as pects one of which
was stressed by R. Farnen, Amer i can po lit i cal sci en tist: “Po lit i cal suc -
cess can have op po site senses de pend ing on the ap plied cri te ria (in di vid -
ual, so ci etal, po lit i cal, cul tural, en vi ron men tal, cross-na tional, and
even from the ab so lutes, like uni ver sal or eter nal ide als)” [2, p. 105]. Of
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course, eval u a tion of suc cess is al ways dif fi cult be cause of multi-cri te -
rion char ac ter. The clas si cal ex am ple is a con flict be tween eth i cal and
prag matic cri te ria that leads to many con tra dic tions when we eval u ate
suc cess in all kinds of ac tiv ity, first of all, in pol i tics where achieve ment
of a goal in ev i ta bly con nected with vi o la tion of tra di tional moral norms
and hu man is tic de mands. To re solve this con flict and find agree ment
be tween eth i cal and util i tar ian cri te ria of po lit i cal suc cess, it is nec es -
sary, ac cord ing to V. Bakshtanovs'kyi and his col leagues, to de velop a
new di rec tion in the ap plied eth ics — eth ics of po lit i cal suc cess based on
the con cept by Max Weber about pro fes sion al ism in pol i tics as a suc -
cess ful de vo tion with out di rect ori en ta tion to per sonal suc cess [3, pp.
212– 240]. We need to solve the fol low ing prob lem: is it pos si ble to find a
“metacriterion” of po lit i cal suc cess that will pro duce an in te gral eval u a -
tion of po lit i cal sub ject’s activity in the way when the multi-criterion
character and inner contradictions of assessments based on various
particular criteria would be considered?  
The sec ond prob lem re lates to multi-sub ject char ac ter of po lit i cal ac -
tiv ity, var i ous kinds of po lit i cal ac tors act ing as in di vid ual or group sub -
jects on dif fer ent lev els of po lit i cal hi er ar chy and dif fer ent scales of po lit i -
cal space. Is it pos si ble to de velop com mon pro ce dures for eval u a tion of
po lit i cal suc cess of lead ers, par ties, so cial or ga ni za tions, gov ern men tal
bod ies, ir re spec tive of lo cal, na tional or in ter na tional char ac ter of their
ac tiv ity, or ev ery po lit i cal sub ject needs his own scale of po lit i cal suc cess
evaluation incomparable to the scales of other subjects of political
success?
And the last, how as sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess for dif fer ent pe ri -
ods of sub ject’s po lit i cal ac tiv ity can be co or di nated? Some times, the sit -
u a tional suc cess of po lit i cal leader or party that can be eas ily mea sured
by a per cent of votes or ac ces sion to the power peak con tains a po ten tial
of fu ture po lit i cal fi asco be cause of a wrong po lit i cal pro gram or changes
in po lit i cal con junc ture. Con flicts be tween sit u a tional and stra te gic
suc cess, old achieve ments and pros pects that can arise re quire from us
to take into ac count tem po ral pa ram e ters of po lit i cal suc cess; we should 
de velop mea sur ing procedures good for evaluation in its real and
potential aspects. 
Be fore the re search meth ods are de vel oped, we have to de ter mine the
cat e gory of po lit i cal suc cess the start ing point of which should be the
idea that “suc cess is an eval u a tion cat e gory first and fore most” [4, p. 92]. 
The same re sult of po lit i cal ac tiv ity could be con sid ered as suc cess or
fail ure ir re spec tively to the sit u a tion in which a po lit i cal sub ject acts and 
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to as sess ment of this sit u a tion in a cer tain so cial sur round ings. Even
ob vi ously pos i tive re sults re lated to win ning elec tions, high po si tions in
the power bod ies or sei zure of power can be eval u ated by per spi ca cious
ob server as Pyr rhic vic tory if, in the near fu ture, the “po lit i cal triumpher” 
can lose their high re sults in the way when his fi nal po si tion will be much 
worse in the po lit i cal hi er ar chy. So, the cat e gory of po lit i cal suc cess can -
not be in ter preted with out tak ing into ac count so cial as sess ments of po -
lit i cal achieve ments, with out the sub jec tive com po nent con tain ing not
only for mal es tab lish ment of “po lit i cal vic tory” but also sig nif i cance of
this vic tory to the so ci ety and the win ner. That is why, I agree with the
most gen eral de ter mi na tion by N. Panina (“po lit i cal suc cess is an
achieve ment of a cer tain po si tion in po lit i cal hi er ar chy and strength en -
ing of this po si tion dur ing fur ther po lit i cal ac tiv ity” [5]), but I think that it 
is nec es sary to add an eval u a tion com po nent of suc cess and pos si bil ity
to mea sure it by a num ber of op er a tional in di ca tors. This is the only way
to find the com mon cri te rion (metacriterion) for all kinds and va ri et ies of
po lit i cal suc cess in different time scales — not only situational, when we
talk about a separate achievement in political activity (winning elec -
tions, high position, etc.), but in the wide sense. 
We must re mem ber that po lit i cal suc cess can be stud ied from many
sides only if it is struc tured in the cer tain co or di nate sys tem with
socio-spa tial and tem po ral pa ram e ters that could be mea sured. In the
spatio-tem po ral struc ture of po lit i cal suc cess, there should be picked
out lo cal, na tional and global space as pects of po lit i cal suc cess as well
as sit u a tional, tac tic and stra te gic tem po ral as pects. In this co or di nate
sys tem, there could be nine kinds of po lit i cal suc cess — from lo cal-sit u -
a tional to global-stra te gic. As an ex am ple, the suc cess of the first kind is
win ning elec tion to lo cal power bod ies, the suc cess of the lat ter kind is a
geopolitical step of a coun try that can change po lit i cal sit u a tion in the
fu ture and make it fa vor able for the coun try. For each sub ject of po lit i cal
ac tiv ity — leader, po lit i cal group, state — in dif fer ent spatio-tem po ral pa -
ram e ters, there can be de ter mined dif fer ent cri te ria and dif fer ent mea -
sur ing pro ce dures cor re spond ingly. At the same time, there is a com mon 
cri te rion — so cial as sess ment of a set of po lit i cal events that can be con -
sid ered as achieve ments or fail ures. As to this ap proach, po lit i cal suc -
cess for all sub jects (ir re spec tively to the spatio-tem po ral pa ram e ters of
their ac tiv ity) is the re sult ing so cial as sess ment of po lit i cal achieve ments
and fail ures. This de ter mi na tion stresses the uni ver sal char ac ter of
eval u a tion cri te rion due to which a re searcher can dis tance from va ri ety
of ob jec tive forms and con di tions of po lit i cal pro cess in or der to con cen -
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trate on subjective hierarchy of political subjects, as it exists in the
social assessment. 
This study deals with the kind of po lit i cal suc cess, sub jects of which
are po lit i cal lead ers, and we as sess their po lit i cal ca reer as a whole (stra -
te gic scale), in clud ing not only ac tual as sess ments but also pros pects of
achiev ing suc cess. We would like to stress that the de vel oped meth ods
could be ap plied to other sub jects and scales of po lit i cal suc cess. The
em pir i cal data pre sented in this in quiry may be used for ap pro ba tion of
the ac tual and po ten tial po lit i cal suc cess for mu las as well as for meth -
ods mea sur ing in di ca tors in cluded into these for mu las.
2. Ac tual and Po ten tial For mu las of Po lit i cal Suc cess:
Re search Meth ods and Or ga ni za tion
Due to as sess ment char ac ter of the po lit i cal suc cess phe nom e non,
meth ods for its mea sur ing can be ob tained with the help of the mass and
ex pert ques tion ing by the scale where suc cess is eval u ated from the
max i mum fail ure to the max i mum achieve ment. The same could be ap -
plied for eval u a tion of pos si ble suc cess to be achieved by po lit i cal sub -
ject in the fu ture — from “zero” per spec tive to the max i mum pos si ble.
But di rect mea sur ing sup poses that a sub ject has de vel oped an in te gral
cri te rion for eval u a tion and can pres ent this eval u a tion quan ti ta tively. If
a sub ject of eval u a tion is “an opin ion of any passer-by” then we can not
talk about ad e quate quan ti ta tive eval u a tion (quan ti ta tive as sess ments
need some dis tance from a va ri ety of qual i ta tive char ac ter is tics, so the
sub ject has to be com pe tent in pol i tics). If we ex clude pol i ti cians be -
cause they are in volved into po lit i cal pro cess and can not be in de pend ent 
sub jects of eval u a tion, then we can pick out two cat e go ries of ex perts —
spe cial ists in po lit i cal stud ies and po lit i cal com men ta tors of the mass
me dia whose pro fes sional ac tiv ity is di rectly con nected to anal y sis of po -
lit i cal pro cess and par tic i pa tion of in di vid ual and col lec tive ac tors in
this process. So, taking into account the political competence criterion,
we chose these categories of experts to be subjects of political success
evaluation. 
Eval u a tion qual ity and ad e quacy de pend not only on ex pert’s com pe -
tence, his knowl edge about the sub ject and an a lyt i cal ex pe ri ence in pol i -
tics but also on the cho sen eval u a tion method. Di rect as sess ments are
good for sit u a tional scale when we talk about a cer tain po lit i cal event —
an ac tion that can be re garded as achieve ment or fail ure. If we eval u ate a
po lit i cal ca reer for some pe riod of time (or as a whole), then an in te gral
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in dex should in volve cor re la tion be tween pos i tive and neg a tive as pects
of the ca reer and be cal cu lated as a re sult of them. Let us sup pose that
ex perts them selves have de vel oped this as sess ment. So, our mea sur ing
task is to choose a scale and de velop a ques tion on suc cess or fail ure of
po lit i cal leader’s ca reer now and on his pros pects in the fu ture. Such
ques tions we pre sented to 40 ex perts (20 lead ing spe cial ists in po lit i cal
sci ences work ing for the cor re spond ing ac a demic in sti tutes and 20
jour nal ists pro fes sion ally in volved into po lit i cal anal y sis and work ing
for the most pop u lar news pa pers and TV chan nels of Ukraine). We asked 
ex perts to eval u ate, ac cord ing to the scale of 11 points (con di tion ally in -
ter val) and in the most pos si ble gen eral way, po lit i cal suc cess (or fail ure)
of lead ing Ukrai nian pol i ti cians for the whole pe riod of their po lit i cal ca -
reer and their po lit i cal pros pects (see Ap pen dix, chap ter 1).
These as sess ments make it pos si ble to cal cu late an in te gral in dex of
po lit i cal suc cess in which there are in volved not only cur rent suc cess or
fail ure of po lit i cal leader but also prog no sis of his ca reer de vel op ment.
This in dex is cal cu lated as a cor re la tion of ac tual as sess ments of po lit i -
cal suc cess and a sum of ac tual and po ten tial as sess ments; it can be in -
ter preted as an in dex of “po lit i cal re al iza tion” be cause it is a spe cific
weight of po lit i cal past (as sess ments of achieved suc cess) in the whole
ca reer of po lit i cal leader (a sum of the achieved and ex pected in the fu -
ture), as it is seen by ex perts. 
In dex of po lit i cal re al iza tion (iPR) is cal cu lated ac cord ing to the
formula:
iPR = ×
+



 ×
=
∑1 100
1n
S
S V
i
i ii
n
%,
where n — a num ber of ex perts, Si — an as sess ment of the cur rent suc -
cess of po lit i cal ca reer by the i-th ex pert, Vi — an as sess ment of po lit i cal 
pros pects by the i-th ex pert. In the for mula, Si can vary from 0 to 10 (as
well as Vi). To make this, in the for mula, we added 5 to the “raw” points
of S (from –5 to 5). This trans for ma tion is nec es sary for uni fi ca tion of
the past and fu ture suc cess mea sure ments. iPR val ues vary from 0 to
100%.  
 If in the for mula, the past pre vails over fu ture then iPR is more than
50%, if the fu ture suc cess pre vails over the past then iPR is un der 50%.
The less iPR seems the more pros pects of po lit i cal leader. How ever, this
in dex should be com pre hended in the con text of a cer tain po lit i cal bi og -
ra phy: for adult pol i ti cians, low iPRs mean their “po lit i cal in fancy” even
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if they are still “very per spec tive” in pub lic as sess ments. For young po lit i -
cal lead ers, their high lev els of re al iza tion mean that they have be come
“po lit i cally old”. That is why, the op ti mal iPRs are re lated to dif fer ent
stages of pol i ti cian’s ca reer and show harmony of real and potential
success. 
Mea sure ments of po lit i cal suc cess based on di rect as sess ments
make us think about an ad e quate char ac ter of “sub ject in te gra tion” pro -
ce dure for dif fer ent com po nent of po lit i cal ca reer lead ing to the unique
quan ti ta tive char ac ter is tics (even if we have no doubt as to po lit i cal com -
pe tence of the eval u a tion sub ject). So, along with di rect as sess ments, we 
used a method of in di rect eval u a tion of ac tual po lit i cal suc cess based on
anal y sis of po lit i cal lead ers’ bi og ra phies. Its idea is that ex perts as -
sessed sep a rate re sults of po lit i cal leader’s ac tiv ity dur ing their po lit i cal
ca reer as suc cess or fail ure. Each re sult was eval u ated ac cord ing to the
11-point scale (con di tion ally in ter val) as to their sig nif i cance for po lit i cal 
ca reer and bi og ra phy of the given pol i ti cian (see Appendix, chapter 2). 
In or der to pick sep a rate events (re sults of po lit i cal ac tiv ity) out of po lit -
i cal leader’s bi og ra phy, we con ducted a spe cial ex pert ques tion ing in
which 50 ex perts (po lit i cal an a lysts of gov ern ment and pub lic cen ters of
po lit i cal anal y sis, po lit i cal jour nal ists, pro fes sion als in politology and so -
ci ol ogy) took part. We asked ex perts to name suc cess ful events and fail -
ures in ca reer of the most known Ukrai nian pol i ti cians of var i ous  gene -
rations (V. Scherbyts'kyi, V. Chornovil, L. Kravchuk, L. Kuchma,
V. Yuschenko, V. Medvedchuk). The fol low ing in struc tions were en closed:
For the fol low ing pol i ti cians (alive or passed away), please pick
up a num ber of events from their po lit i cal bi og ra phies which can be
as sessed as po lit i cal suc cess or po lit i cal fail ure. Try to pick no
fewer than 5 suc cess ful events and 5 fail ures. 
Please as sess each of the picked up events ac cord ing to their so -
cial and po lit i cal sig nif i cance — its im pact on so cial and po lit i cal sit -
u a tion in Ukraine (the scale is from 0 to 10 points, where 10 points is 
the max i mum pos si ble so cial and po lit i cal sig nif i cance, 0 is no sig -
nif i cance at all). 
 Af ter pro cess ing the data, we de ter mined for each pol i ti cian three
pos i tive and three neg a tive re sults of their po lit i cal ac tiv ity which had
the high est eval u a tions (sum ma rized) of all men tioned events (see Ap -
pen dix, chap ter 2). These events were pre sented to par tic i pants of the
main ex pert ques tion ing, and we got as sess ments of sep a rate (the most
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sig nif i cant as to ex perts’ opin ions) ep i sodes of po lit i cal ca reer of six po lit -
i cal lead ers. Po lit i cal suc cess and fail ures were as sessed ac cord ing to
the 11-point scale. The idea of in te gral in dex (of ac tual po lit i cal suc cess)
de vel op ment was to cal cu late a dif fer ence be tween the sum ma rized pos -
i tive and neg a tive re sults of po lit i cal ac tiv ity. So we avoided di rect (mostly 
emo tional) eval u a tions and con cen trated ex perts’ at ten tion on spe cific
po lit i cal suc cess and fail ures. In our case, the for mula of po lit i cal suc -
cess does not in clude gen eral as sess ments of po lit i cal ca reer, it in te -
grates spe cific as sess ments of events from po lit i cal bi og ra phy. The in dex 
of ac tual po lit i cal suc cess (iAPS) was cal cu lated ac cord ing to the fol low -
ing for mula:
iAPS =
−
==
=
∑∑
∑1 11
1n
S U
k
ij ij
j
k
j
k
i
n
,
where n — a num ber of ex perts, k — a num ber of as sessed events, Sij —
an as sess ment of the j-th pos i tive event of po lit i cal ca reer by the i-th ex -
pert, Uij — an as sess ment of the j-th neg a tive event by the i-th ex pert. In
our study, n = 40, k = 3. APS in dex var ies from –10 to +10.
Qual i ta tive char ac ter is tics of po lit i cal suc cess make it pos si ble to ar -
range po lit i cal sub jects ac cord ing to their ac tual “suc cess” and “pros -
pects”. The ob tained rat ing po si tions are not only in ter est ing but also
can af fect po lit i cal life of so ci ety. Re cently pub lic at ten tion has been con -
cen trated on rat ings of po lit i cal lead ers, par ties and elec toral blocs. In
po lit i cal world, these rat ings are of ten re garded rather sus pi ciously — as 
a re sult of in ad e quate mea sure ments with bi ased rou tines and po lit i -
cally in volved re search ers. In or der to avoid sus pi cion as to bi ased ex -
perts’ eval u a tion of po lit i cal suc cess, we had to take into ac count how
po lit i cal ex perts were po lit i cally in volved. For con trol over these fac tors,
we in cluded into the ques tion naire pre sented to ex perts ques tions about 
their mem ber ship in po lit i cal par ties and about their gen eral po lit i cal
po si tions (see Ap pen dix, chap ter 3). 
Ex pert questionings due to which we ob tained as sess ments of po lit i -
cal suc cess were be ing con ducted by re search fel lows of De part ment of
Socio-Po lit i cal Pro cesses, In sti tute of So ci ol ogy of the NAS of Ukraine,
dur ing Jan u ary–March 2002 within the frames of sci en tific re search
pro ject “Po lit i cal Suc cess in the Trans form ing So ci ety: Sub jects, Cri te -
ria, Fac tors”, su per vised by N. Panina and me. I am grate ful to Yu. Za -
dyraka, I. Kyrychenko and O. Parakhon'ska for their par tic i pa tion in or -
ga ni za tion and con duct of ex pert questionings, as well as A. Hor ba chyk
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for his help in de vel op ment of po lit i cal suc cess formulas and processing
the primary sociological data. 
3. Re search Out comes: Po lit i cal Suc cess of
Ukrainian Leaders in Ex pert As sess ments
In stud ies based on ex pert as sess ments, a com po si tion of ex pert
group is de ci sive for qual ity of the ob tained data. In our case, ex perts
were picked up ac cord ing to the only cri te rion — they had to be com pe -
tent as much as pos si ble in as pects re lated to po lit i cal lead ers’ ac tiv ity;
we talk about the cor re spond ing spe cialty and ex pe ri ence in eval u a tion
of po lit i cal events and per sons. So, we in cluded into this group twenty
ex pe ri enced spe cial ists of the high est qual i fi ca tion in po lit i cal sci ences
and po lit i cal jour nal ism. Other pa ram e ters were not taken into ac count. 
As a re sult, the group con sisted of 30 men and 10 women, at the age of 44 
on av er age, and this re flects tra di tion ally un even gen der rep re sen ta tion
in po lit i cal life of Ukrai nian so ci ety. Sta tis ti cally mean ing ful dif fer ences
be tween ex perts’ as sess ments as to sex or age were not reg is tered. We
took into ac count po lit i cal sig nif i cance of lan guages in Ukraine, so we
asked ex perts about their mother tongue: 23 ex perts named Ukrai nian,
16 — Rus sian, 1 — other. We reg is tered dif fer ences be tween as sess -
ments by ex perts speak ing Ukrai nian and ex perts speak ing Rus sian but 
they were of not sta tis ti cally sig nif i cant char ac ter for any as sess ment of
po lit i cal suc cess. It is pos si ble that big ger group of ex perts could make
these dif fer ences mean ing ful but we have no rea sons to ex pect prin ci pal
di ver gence.  
Any sus pi cions that ex perts could be po lit i cally in volved are avoided
due to the fact that there were no gov ern men tal work ers or mem bers of po -
lit i cal par ties (ex cept one ex pert). As to po lit i cal ori en ta tions of ex perts,
the scale “left–right” gave us the fol low ing dis tri bu tion: left — 1 ex pert,
left-cen ter — 3, cen ter — 13, right-cen ter — 11, right — 9, dif fi cult to say
— 3. Ob vi ous “right warp” had to af fect the to tal ex pert as sess ment of po -
lit i cal lead ers’ ac tiv ity. “Right” ex perts could hardly be un bi ased while
talk ing about the “left” and vice versa. So, while pro cess ing the data, we
took a group of ex perts who were in the mid dle of the scale “left–right”. The
group con sisted of 30 peo ple with wide cen trist ori en ta tions (in clud ing
those who found it dif fi cult to say). As we can see in Ta ble 1, dif fer ences be -
tween di rect ex pert as sess ments of the achieved suc cess and pros pects of
Ukrai nian lead ers are not prin ci pal when we com pare the whole group of
ex perts with the sub group where “left” and “right” were ex cluded. 
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Ta ble 1
As sess ments of Suc cess of Ukrai nian Pol i ti cians and Their Pros pects
in Achieve ment of Suc cess in the Fu ture by All Ex perts (N = 40) and
Those of Wide Cen trist Po lit i cal Ori en ta tion (N = 30)
Po lit i cal
lead ers
As sess ments of po lit i cal suc -
cess, the scale is –5 — +5
As sess ments of the suc cess
pros pects, the scale is 0—10
N = 40 N = 30 N = 40 N = 30
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V. Scherbyts’kyi  2.90 2.09  3.00 1.65
L. Kravchuk  2.63 2.45  3.03 2.04 1.54 1.83 1.79 1.99
V. Chornovil  2.74 1.33  2.83 1.39
V. Gryniov –0.85 2.34 –0.77 2.43 0.35 0.84 0.47 0.95
V. Yavorivs’kyi –0.47 2.49 –0.57 2.57 0.65 1.20 0.50 0.99
L. Kuchma  0.31 3.81  0.59 3.72 1.48 1.86 1.80 2.02
Ye. Marchuk  0.59 2.55  0.76 2.60 2.30 2.13 2.73 2.23
I. Pliusch  1.88 2.18  1.97 2.30 1.98 1.78 2.07 1.91
P. Lazarenko –1.75 3.60 –1.33 3.67 0.63 1.74 0.57 1.60
O. Moroz  1.80 2.74  2.30 2.24 3.38 2.35 3.77 2.25
O. Tkachenko –0.88 3.06 –0.50 3.19 0.77 1.40 0.83 1.36
P. Symonenko  1.13 2.20  1.27 2.20 2.50 1.95 2.73 2.00
V. Pustovoitenko –0.98 2.67 –0.20 2.72 1.48 1.59 1.67 1.70
H. Udovenko  0.18 2.28  0.17 2.26 0.90 1.23 1.03 1.35
L. Luk’ianenko  0.28 2.46  0.50 2.49 0.85 1.48 1.03 1.64
Yu. Kostenko  0.38 2.32  0.43 2.43 2.58 2.05 2.67 1.91
V. Medvedchuk  2.35 1.99  2.47 2.08 5.53 2.56 5.53 2.71
N. Vitrenko  0.20 2.66  0.33 2.68 1.40 1.81 2.10 1.86
S. Tyhypko  0.93 1.99  0.90 2.18 4.03 2.36 4.57 2.23
Yu. Tymoshenko  2.00 2.20  2.03 2.37 5.23 2.92 5.31 2.97
V. Yuschenko  3.18 1.50  3.13 1.50 6.88 2.96 6.70 2.96
A. Kinakh  1.85 1.98  1.87 2.06 3.95 2.33 4.27 2.28
V. Lytvyn  0.28 2.65  0.87 2.75 3.50 2.27 4.00 2.30
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This mostly re lates to the hi er ar chy of po lit i cal lead ers as to the level
of achieved suc cess in the cur rent and per spec tive as pects. This con clu -
sion makes it pos si ble to avoid ex clu sion of ex perts with po lar po lit i cal
ori en ta tions. As sess ments of lead ers’ po lit i cal suc cess are not too clo -
sely con nected with po lit i cal sym pa thies to be di vided ac cord ing to the
cri te rion of co in ci dence or dis crep ancy be tween po lit i cal po si tions of ex -
pert and the as sessed per son. 
As to the sub stan tial char ac ter is tics of the data, di rect ex pert as sess -
ments put to the lead ers of ex ec u tive power (L. Kuchma, V. Lytvyn,
Ye. Marchuk, V. Pustovoitenko) were lower than to the lead ers of op po si -
tion (V. Yuschenko, Yu. Tymoshenko, O. Moroz) in the ac tual and per -
spec tive as pects. The worst as sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess be long to
P. Lazarenko and O. Tkachenko, and to rather pop u lar in the past pol i ti -
cians of the “first dem o cratic wave” (V. Gryniov and V. Yavorivs’kyi). As a
whole, ex pert as sess ments of ac tual po lit i cal suc cess cor re spond to the
com mon po lit i cal sense. I think it is in ter est ing that the high est gov ern -
ment of fi cials who seem to be suc cess ful in their ca reer got low eval u a -
tions. It means that while choos ing an eval u a tion cri te rion for po lit i cal
suc cess, ex perts think more about high posts de mand ing much of peo -
ple who oc cupy them, how these po lit i cal lead ers’ ac tiv ity cor re sponds to 
their posts, and less about their election victories or designations. 
As to as sess ments of po lit i cal pros pects, for most pol i ti cians, they
cor re late (in sta tis ti cally mean ing ful sense) with di rect as sess ments of
po lit i cal suc cess within the 0.4–0.6 range. It means that in per spec tive
as sess ments ex perts some how base on the past suc cess, but we did not
reg is ter any di rect ex trap o la tions of fu ture re sults from the past achieve -
ments. How ever, in some cases there were high (over 0.7) and low (un der
0.3) cor re la tion co ef fi cients. The lat ter could be seen for ex pe ri enced  po -
li ticians who held or hold ing now high posts (L. Kravchuk, L. Kuchma,
I. Pliusch). We think that ex perts can not see pros pects of those who to -
tally have shown their worth at the high est gov ern men tal post. And vice
versa, the high est cor re la tion co ef fi cient of ac tual and per spec tive as -
sess ments re late to the pol i ti cians whose work as high gov ern men tal of -
fi cials is not long, and this work make ex perts hope for the fu ture suc -
cess of these pol i ti cians (V. Yuschenko, V. Medvedchuk, Yu. Tymo -
shenko, A. Kinakh). It is in ter est ing that V. Lytvyn, P. Lazarenko and
O. Tkachenko are the clos est to the group of low cor re la tion co ef fi cients,
whereas N. Vitrenko, Yu. Kostenko and O. Moroz are the closest to the
group of high correlation coefficients. 
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As to di rect as sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess in the fu ture, ex perts
con sider those pol i ti cians, whose suc cess achieved and fore casted is
close, to be the most per spec tive — V. Yuschenko, V. Medvedchuk, Yu. Ty -
moshenko, A. Kinakh, S. Tyhypko. “Vet er ans of po lit i cal scene” have the
least pros pects — V. Gryniov, V. Yavorivs’kyi, P. Lazarenko, O. Tka chen -
ko, H. Udovenko, and L. Luk’ianenko. L. Kravchuk and L. Kuchma also
be long to the last group. 
Let us talk about cal cu la tions of the po lit i cal re al iza tion in dex (iPR)
the for mula of which was men tioned in the pre vi ous chap ter of this ar ti -
cle. It re flects the spe cific weight of past suc cess in the whole po lit i cal ca -
reer with re gard for ex pected suc cess in the fu ture. The re sults are pre -
sented in Ta ble 2. 
Ta ble 2
Po lit i cal Re al iza tion of Ukrai nian Pol i ti cians
Po lit i cal lead ers Per cent of re al iza tion Stan dard de vi a tion
V. Yuschenko 56.3 12.6
V. Medvedchuk 57.1 11.4
V. Lytvyn 57.9 24.7
Yu. Tymoshenko 59.4 14.7
S. Tyhypko 59.7 14.8
A. Kinakh 64.0 13.1
Yu. Kostenko 67.8 14.6
O. Moroz 69.7 13.9
Ye. Marchuk 70.2 15.9
P. Symonenko 70.4 18.4
N. Vitrenko 72.8 22.9
L. Kuchma 73.3 22.4
I. Pliusch 76.4 14.8
P. Lazarenko 82.4 30.1
L. Kravchuk 82.8 15.8
V. Yavorivs’kyi 85.9 16.8
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Ac cord ing to these data, ex perts as sessed al most all fa mous Ukrai -
nian pol i ti cians as lead ers who mostly re al ized their po ten tials of po lit i -
cal suc cess. It means that the past achieve ments are eval u ated higher
than those ex pected in the fu ture. Even those who hardly re al ized their
am bi tions got the iPR over 50%. This re sult means that ex perts do not ex -
pect “sharp rises” of our po lit i cal lead ers. So, to find new per spec tive po -
lit i cal lead ers is still very im por tant task for Ukraine. At the same time,
iPRs of V. Yuschenko, V. Medvedchuk, V. Lytvyn, Yu. Tymoshenko, S. Ty -
hypko are within the lim its of bal anced past and fu ture achieve ments.
The most dis sim i lar ex pert as sess ments re late to po lit i cal re al iza tion of
P. Lazarenko. Some ex perts seem to see the po lit i cal fu ture con nected to
this per son. But the to tal bal ance of some body’s past and fu ture suc cess 
says noth ing about the scale of this suc cess. You can have a bal anced
iPR with out any achieve ments both in the past and in the fu ture. So, iPR
should be an a lyzed to gether with iAPS (ac tual po lit i cal suc cess in dex)
that is cal cu lated ac cord ing to the above-men tioned for mula where we
can see the dif fer ence be tween the sum ma rized as sess ments of suc cess
and fail ures of pol i ti cians for the whole ca reer. 
Let us re mind you that iAPS was cal cu lated for six pol i ti cians who
be long to three gen er a tions of po lit i cal lead ers of Ukraine. Ta ble 3 pres -
ents iAPSs and their cor re la tion with di rect as sess ments of po lit i cal
suc cess. 
Ta ble 3
Ac tual Po lit i cal Suc cess In di ces (iAPS) of Ukrai nian Lead ers
Po lit i cal lead ers
iAPS, an av er age
as to the scale:
–10 — +10
Stan dard
de vi a tion
Cor re la tion be tween
iAPS and di rect as -
sess ment of po lit i cal
suc cess
V. Scherbyts’kyi  2.60 3.28   0.54**
V. Chornovil  2.33 2.51   0.50**
L. Kravchuk  1.57 2.78   0.41**
L. Kuchma –1.19 3.62  0.22
V. Yuschenko  2.27 2.51  0.19
V. Medvedchuk  1.30 2.02   0.38*
* — p < 0.05; ** — p < 0.01
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In these data, it is ob vi ous that the lead ers who passed away gained
the high est as sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess. That is right — “they can
love only the dead!” V. Scherbyts'kyi has better fig ures of po lit i cal suc -
cess though most ex perts were po lit i cal an a lysts of the “right ori en ta -
tion”. This fact is a good ev i dence that as sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess
hardly de pend on spe cific po lit i cal po si tions of ex perts. It means that
while choos ing ex perts, this fac tor should not be de ter min ing. As to the
APS in dex, V. Yuschenko is the clos est to suc cess ful pol i ti cians of the old
gen er a tion. Lead er ship of those three peo ple was reg is tered by di rect as -
sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess too (see Ta ble 1). The only one who has
neg a tive re sults (an ev i dence that fail ures pre vail over suc cess in his po -
lit i cal ca reer) is L. Kuchma. It may seem strange — he won the two Pres i -
den tial Elec tions. How ever, these vic to ries prob a bly have de ter mined the 
to tal neg a tive as sess ment of his po lit i cal ca reer as a whole. High po si tion 
de mands much of the one who oc cu pies it. So, it would be wrong to limit
po lit i cal suc cess by only, even the high est, elec toral achieve ments. There 
is no ob jec tive cri te rion of po lit i cal suc cess with out re gard for its pub lic
as sess ment. This con clu sion confirms the necessity of evaluation
criteria to be chosen for development of any methods of political success
measurement.  
The meth ods pre sented in this ar ti cle gave us the out comes that
could be ap plied in po lit i cal the ory and prac tice. There are un solved
prob lems too. For in stance, I can not ex plain the fact that in some cases
there is a con nec tion be tween di rect and in di rect as sess ments of po lit i -
cal suc cess, and in other ones there is no such a con nec tion (see cor re la -
tion co ef fi cients in Ta ble 3). There is no ex pla na tion for the phe nom e non
of widely dis sem i nated as sess ments of po lit i cal suc cess, lack of agree -
ment in ex pert as sess ments as to a num ber of per sons. How ever, the
main con clu sion is op ti mis tic. The cri te rion of po lit i cal suc cess eval u a -
tion and anal y sis of in di ces re lated to po lit i cal re al iza tion and ac tual po -
lit i cal suc cess make it pos si ble not only to study hi er ar chy of po lit i cal
suc cess eval u a tion in so ci ety but also find a way to po lit i cal prac tice,
tak ing so cio log i cal imag i na tion of politicians out of the limits where they
simply compare and interpret pre-electoral political ratings.  
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APPENDIX
Ques tion naire for the Ex pert Ques tion ing
Dear par tic i pant of the ex pert ques tion ing,
De part ment of Socio-Po lit i cal Pro cesses, In sti tute of So ci ol ogy of the NAS of
Ukraine, stud ies pe cu liar i ties of eval u a tion of po lit i cal suc cess. We ask you to
as sess po lit i cal suc cess (or fail ure) of Ukrai nian pol i ti cians. 
Pol i ti cians
You as sess po lit i cal suc cess (or
fail ure) achieved by Ukrai nian
pol i ti cians for their whole ca reer 
ac cord ing to the scale +5 +4 +3
+2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 (where +5
is the max i mum suc cess, and
–5 is the max i mum fail ure)
On the scale 0–10, you
as sess po lit i cal pros pects
of pol i ti cians (where 0 is 
no pros pects in po lit i cal 
suc cess, and 10 means
the max i mum pros -
pects in the fu ture)
V. Scherbyts’kyi +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5  –——————————
L. Kravchuk +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
V. Chornovil +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5  –——————————
V. Gryniov +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
V. Yavorivs’kyi +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
L. Kuchma +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Ye. Marchuk +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
I. Pliusch +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
P. Lazarenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
O. Moroz +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
O. Tkachenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
P. Symonenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
V. Pustovoitenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
H. Udovenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
L. Luk’ianenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Yu. Kostenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
V. Medvedchuk +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
N. Vitrenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
S. Tyhypko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Yu. Tymoshenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
V. Yuschenko +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
A. Kinakh +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
V. Lytvyn +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 –1 –2 –3 –4 –5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
68 Ukrai nian So cio log i cal Re view, 2002–2003
Yevhen Golovakha
1. Suc cess of pol i ti cians could be eval u ated dif fer ently in dif fer ent pe ri ods of
their ac tiv ity but we are in ter ested in the most gen eral as sess ment — quan ti ta -
tive char ac ter is tics (in points) of the whole po lit i cal ca reer of a cer tain pol i ti cian.
For lead ers who are still in volved in the cur rent pol i tics we ask to as sess their
po lit i cal pros pects too — pos si bil ity of po lit i cal suc cess in the fu ture.
2. For the fol low ing pol i ti cians (alive or passed away), we ask you to as sess some
events (re sults of their po lit i cal ac tiv ity) that were fre quently men tioned by the ex -
perts who took part in our pre vi ous ex pert ques tion ing as suc cess or fail ures.
On the scale from 0 to 10 points, eval u ate an im pact (pos i tive or neg a -
tive) of each event (re sult of po lit i cal ac tiv ity) on po lit i cal ca reer and bi og ra -
phy of the given pol i ti cian (where 10 points is the max i mum pos si ble im -
pact, 0 is no im pact at all). 
ASSESSMENT
V. Scherbyts’kyi 
First per son in the party-gov ern men tal hi er ar chy of the UkrSSR. . . . . . . ______
Au thor ity po si tion in the Cen tral Com mit tee Po lit buro of CPSU. . . . . . . . ______
Sta ble so cial and eco nomic sit u a tion in Ukraine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Chornobyl ca tas tro phe . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
The role of “Kremlin hand”, ne glect of Ukrai nian in ter ests. . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Per se cu tion of the dis sent ers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
L. Kravchuk
Won the Pres i den tial Elec tions in 1991. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Par tic i pa tion in the es tab lish ment of in de pend ent coun try . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Cho sen to be Chair man of the Su preme Coun sel of the UkrSSR. . . . . . . . ______
Eco nomic cri sis dur ing his pres i den tial term. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Lost the Pres i den tial Elec tions in 1994. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Per son nel pol icy based on the old no men cla ture . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
V. Chornovil
Es tab lish ment of Rukh and lead er ship in it. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Ac tiv ity in the Verkhovna Rada as a leader of na tional and dem o cratic forces ______
Dis si dent ac tiv ity and pro tec tion of rights. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Split of Rukh. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
In con sis tent op po si tion to the power . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
“Re moval” of Rukh from rais ing and so lu tion of eco nomic prob lems . . . . ______
L. Kuchma
Win ning the Pres i den tial Elec tions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Over come of po lit i cal cri ses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Rel a tive sta bil ity in so ci ety . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Cas sette scan dal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Fail ures in econ omy. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Se lec tion of per son nel with re shuf fle and oligarchs’ in flu ence . . . . . . . . . ______
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Par tic i pa tion in eco nomic sta bi li za tion 
(hryvnia, paid sal a ries and pen sions). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Prime-Min is ter of Ukraine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Head of the Na tional Bank of Ukraine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Un de ter mined po lit i cal po si tion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Dis missal from the post of Prime-Min is ter of Ukraine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
For ma tion of elec toral list for the elec tions in 2002. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
V. Medvedchuk
For ma tion of the ma jor ity in the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine . . . . . . . . . . ______
Post of the Vice Speaker in the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine. . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Ac tiv ity for es tab lish ment of SDPU (u) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Res ig na tion from the post of the Vice Speaker of the 
Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Oli garch im age and lob by ing of oli garch in ter ests. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
Dis missal of Vic tor Yushchenko as Prime-Min is ter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ______
3. Your sex: 1 — male; 2  — fe male 
Your age ______ years
Your po lit i cal po si tion as to the scale “left–right”:
1 — left
2 — left-cen ter
3 — cen ter 
4 — right-cen ter
5 — right 
6 — dif fi cult to say
Mother tongue:
1 — Ukrai nian 
2 — Rus sian
3 — other  
Are you a mem ber of a po lit i cal party: 
1 — yes
2 — no
Thank you for tak ing part in the ex pert ques tion ing!
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